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10253. Misbranding of digester tankage. U. S. * * * vy, 108 * * =*
Sacks of * * * PButler’s Premium Digester ’I‘ankage Default
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and sale. (F. & D, No. 14836.
I. S. No. 11572—-t. 8. No. C-2996.)

On April 29, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Indiana,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-
demnation of 108 sacks of Butler's Premium digester tankage, remaining
unsold at Tipton, Ind., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Ed-
ward J. Butler Co., from Blue Island, Ill., on or about January 25, 1921, and
transported from the State of Illinois into the State of Indiana, and charging
misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled
in part: “ 100 Lbs. Butler’s Premium Digester Tankage Guaranteed Analysis
Protein 60/ per cent * * * Hdw. J. Butler & Co.,, Webster Bldg., Chi-
cago, I1.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
statement on the label, to wit, * Protein 60 per cent,” was false and mislead-
ing and deceived and misled the purchaser.

On December 23, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that all marks, brands, and figures be removed and obliterated from the
labeling of the product and that it be rebranded ‘ Butler’s Premium Digester
Tankage Edward J. Butler Company, Webster Building, Chicago, Illinois,”
and sold by the United States marshal.

C. F. MarviN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10254. Misbranding of American hog remedy. U.S. * * * v, 10 * * =»
Pacliages of * * * American Hog Remedy., Default decree of
condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 14851. 1.
S. No. 13506—-t. S. No. C-3051.)

On May 11, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Indiana,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of, Agriculture, filed m the District Coult
of the United States for said district a libel for the seizuTe and condemnation
of 10 packages of American hog remedy, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Martinsville, Ind., alleging that the article had been shipped by
the American Remedy Co., Tlﬂin Ohio, on or about August 29, 1918, and trans-
ported from the State of Ohio into the State of Indiana, and charging mis-
branding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article
was labeled in part: “* * * A Concentrated Remedy for Swine Recommended
for Hog Cholera and Swine Plagues, Inflamrmatory and all contagious Diseases
peculiar to Swine. Purifies the blood, * * * Do Not Be Deceived! Hogs
require entirely distinct compound from other domestic animals. It is absurd
to believe that ordinary Stock Remedy will cure and prevent Hog Cholera
* * * The required dose for a hog of any scientific compound, (*ontaunng
the ingredients required to cure and prevent contagion among swine, * *
Directions for Hog Cholera.—As soon as you notice that Hog Cholera has
begun on your herd, * % ¥ Give from two to three tablespoonfuls of
American Hog Remedy * * * If already diseased increase at once to three
and even four tablespoonfuls * * *7

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that it consisted essentially of iron sulphate, magnesium
sulphate, salt, charcoal, nux vomica, and ground vegetable material.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
above-quoted statements appearing in the labeling, with respect to the curative
or therapeutic effects of the said article, were false and fraudulent in that
the said article did not contain any ingredient or combination of ingredients
capable of producing the results claimed.

On December 23, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

C. ¥. MaRrvIN, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

10255. Adultelatlon of canned blackberries. U. S, * * * vy, 80 * * «
Cases of * Tennessee Blackberries. Default decree of
condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 14860. 1.
S. No. 13511-t. 8. No. C-3055.)

On May 11, 1921, the United States attorney for the district of Indiana, act-
ing upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district a libel, and thereafter an amrendment to



N. J.10251-10300] SERVICE AND REGULATORY ANNOUNCEMENTS. 143

said libel, praying the seizure and condemnation of 80 cases of Tennessee black-
berries, remaining in the original unbroken cases at Lafayette, Ind., alleging
that the article had been shipped by the Frank C. Gibbons Sons Co., Maryville,
Tenn., on or about August 18, 1920, and transported from the State of Tennessee
into the State of Indiana, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and
Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: “ Tennessee Black Berries
Packed by Frank C. Gibbons’ Sons Co. Maryville, Tennessee. Net Contents 6
Pounds 8 Ounces.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel, as amended, for the reason
that it consisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable
substance.

On December 23, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

C. F. MArviN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10256. Adulteration and misbranding of muastard. U. S. * * ¥ v, 228
Cases * * * of Bayle Quality 0ld English Mustard, et al.
Pefault decrees of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction.
(F. & D. Nos. 14987, 15312, 15313. 1. S. Nos. 10597—t, 10946-t, 10947~t,
10948~t. 8. Nos. W——979 W~998 W-1003.)

On or about June 21 and August 13, 1921, respectively, the United States
attorney for the District of Oregon, acting upon reports by the Secretary of
Agriculture, filed in the District Court of the United States for said district
libels for the seizure and condemnation of 341 cases of Old English mustard
and 85 cases of Old English horseradish mustard, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Salem and Portland, Oreg., respectively, alleging that
the articles had been shipped by the Bayle ¥ood Products Co., Luther, Mo.,
August 2, 1920, and transported from the State of Missouri into the State
of Oregon, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act. The articles were labeled in part, respectively: (Jars)
“* * x PBayle Quality Old English Style Prepared Mustard Bayle Food
Products Co., St. Louis. Mustard Seed, Vinegar, Salt and Spices with
Turmeric”; and (jars) “6 Oz. Net Bayle Quality Old English Style Horse-
radish Mustard Bayle Food Products Co., St. Louis, Mo. Horseradish, Mus-
tard Seed, Vinegar, Salt and Spices with Turmeric.”

Adulteration of the article§ was alleged in substance in the libels for the
reason that a certain substance, to wit, mustard hulls, had been mixed’and
packed with the said articles so as to reduce and lower and injuriously affect
their quality and strength; for the further reason that they consisted in part
of mustard hulls, an inferior substitute for mustard seed; and for the further
reason that they had been mixed and colored in such g manner that their dam-
age and inferiority were concealed.

Misbranding was alleged in substance for the reason that the labels bore
the above-quoted statements, which were false and misleading and were cal-
culated to deceive and mislead the purchaser in that the said statements repre-
sented that the ingredients of the said articles were mustard seed, vinegar,
salt, and spices, with turmeric, or horseradish, mustard seed, vinegar, salt,
and spices, with turmeric, as the case might be, whereas, in truth and in fact,
the said articles did not consist of the above-named ingredients but did con-
tain mustard hulls, and the said horseradish mustard contained no horse-
radish. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the articles
were imitations of, and were offered for sale under the distinctive names of,
other articles, to wit, ‘‘Prepared Mustard” and * Horseradish Mustard,”
respectively.

On September 21, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property,
judgments of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered
by the court that the products be destroyed by the United States marshal.

C. F. MaRrvIN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10257. Misbranding of strawberries. U. §. * * * v, Greenfield Fruit
Growers Association, a Corporation. Plea of guilty., Fine, $20
and costs, (F. & D. No. 15558, I. S. Nos. 4243—t, 4244—t.)

On December 17, 1921, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Tennessee, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the United States for said district an information against
the Greenfield Fruit Growers Association, a corporation, Greenfield, Tenn.,
alleging shipment by said company, on or about May 7, 1921, in violation of



